federal and state registrations. As businesses expand beyond national borders, trademarks help to efficiently open markets and gain consumer recognition of products or services. Because protection is based on the laws of each individual country, the scope of trademark protection is geographically limited. 5 Foreign trademarks are usually procured by filing applications in national trademark offices with the help of foreign associates. 6 Several international systems simplifying administrative procedures are in place through international agreements, although they create neither a worldwide trademark system nor a worldwide trademark.
International trademark systems are evolving to meet new multinational economic challenges. The latest worldwide developments in trademark law are found in new multinational treaties. 7 These new treaties are dramatic steps forward in creating a uniform system despite the difficulties that have been encountered in developing multinational agreements thus far.
II. LITERATURE ON TREATIES, CONVENTIONS, AGREEMENTS
A. Multilateral Agreements
Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property
The Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property (Paris Convention) is the principal international treaty protecting intellectual property rights, including patents and copyrights as well as trademarks.' The Paris Convention has been revised at Brussels, Washington, The Hague, London, Lisbon, and Stockholm.
9 The United 5 . "Under the territoriality doctrine, a trademark is recognized as having a ,separate existence in each sovereign territory in which it is registered or legally recognized as a mark." MCCARTHY, supra note 2, § 29.01(1).
6. JEROME GILSON, 1A TRADEMARK PROTECTION AND PRACTICE S 9. 05 (1993) [hereinafter GILSON].
7. John B. Pegram, Europe, Trademarks and 1992, 72 J. PAT. [& TRADEMARK] OFF. Soc'y 1060 Soc'y (1990 [Vol. 4:339 States became a signatory to this international treaty in 1887. 1°T he Paris Convention establishes that member countries provide national protection to trademark owners from other countries who apply for trademark protection, and that member countries afford intellectual property a minimum level of protection. 1 " The Paris Convention also established the organizational structure for administering the treaty, including an International Bureau, which is the Secretariat for the Treaty" and the Paris Union (the group name for the member countries).1 3 The International Bureau was incorporated into the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) when WIPO took over administration of the Paris and Madrid Unions. 14 As a member of the Paris Union, the United States is bound by the principle of territoriality: a trademark has a separate existence in each sovereign territory in which it is registered or legally recognized as a mark.' 5 Paris Union trademark owners must therefore obtain national protection through the laws of each Paris Union country in which they intend to do business. 329 (1977) .
The Madrid Agreement Concerning the International Registration of Marks of 1891
Under the Paris Convention, trademark owners must obtain separate trademark protection in each Paris Union country. The Paris Convention does not provide trademark protection across Paris Union members' borders. Foreign trademark registration was made easier through an international trademark system established by The Madrid Agreement Concerning the International Registration of Marks of 1891 (Madrid Agreement).
7 Although it is a separate agreement, the Madrid Agreement flows from the Paris Convention. Therefore, countries wishing to participate in the Madrid Agreement must be members of the Paris Union.
8 The United States is not a signatory to the Madrid Agreement.,9
The Madrid Agreement extends the Paris Convention's territoriality principal through a centralized registration filing system that ultimately results in individual national registrations in Madrid Agreement member countries (Madrid Union). Through a trademark owner's home country trademark office, the owner of a trademark registration may file a single international registration application that designates some or all of the individual countries within the Madrid Union. This single application is then forwarded to WIPO, which publishes the mark in the international register Les Marques Internationales and forwards the registration to the trademark offices of the designated countries. The trademark offices of the designated countries then determine the validity of each WIPO registration under the trademark laws of the designated countries. The single Madrid Agreement application therefore culminates in a series of national registrations unless national registration is denied by the trademark office of any designated country. 
Trademark Registration Treaty
Striving for better participation in an international trademark registration system, WIPO held a conference in 1971.27 Madrid Union members in attendance did not want to make radical amendments to the Madrid Agreement; therefore a new treaty, the Trademark Registration Treaty (TRT), 28 The TRT was the first attempt to develop an international system for all Paris Union members, including the United States. The TRT was a filing treaty designed to reduce the complexity of registration application filing and of administering trademark registrations. It was not designed to change substantive trademark law. The TRT did not create a true multinational registration, buf did provide for direct filing witlh WIPO.O The TRT also required a three year suspension of the trademark use requirement, which would have substantively affected United States trademark law. 
Protocol Relating to the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International Registration of Marks
After the failure of the Trademark Registration Treaty, WIPO began work on yet another registration treaty" by establishing The Committee of Experts on the Registration of Marks.
3 6 The Committee developed a draft Trademark Cooperation Treaty, 37 but eventually abandoned the planned development of an entirely new treaty system, instead advocating improvements in existing treaties for worldwide trademark administration.
8 Even though the Madrid Agreement pro- June 27, 1989 , 82 TRADEMARK REP. 58 (1992 .
Gerd F. Kunze, The Protocol Relating to the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International Registration of Marks of
36. Paris Union, Committee of Experts on the International Registration of Marks, First Session (Geneva, February 11 to 14, 1985 ), 24 INDUS. PROP. 165 (1985 ; Paris Union, Committee of Experts on the International Registration of Marks, Second Session (Geneva, December 11 to 13, 1985 ), 25 INDUS. PROP. 56 (1986 ; Paris Union, Committee of Experts on the International Registration of Marks, Third Session (Geneva, November 11 to 14, 1986 ), 26 INDUS. PROP. 56 (1986 20 (1994) .
45. GILSON, supra note 6, § 9.07(3).
[Vol. 4:339 application; 2) national trademark offices are given a longer time period for issuing a refusal notification; 3) the fee structure is revised; and 4) the effects of central attack are diminished because an attacked international WIPO registration can nevertheless be converted into separate national registrations. 46 These changes seemed to address the major objections to the Madrid Agreement. 4 7 However, there are still some concerns about United States adherence, namely: the administrative burdens on the United States Trademark Office (both in the increased number of applications and the time limits for refusing an international application); the disadvantages arising from the difficulty in obtaining a United States registration vis-a-vis registrations in countries with either less stringent or no effective examination; the fact that central attack can be used more effectively against United States trademark owners; and the increased deadwood on the national registers will result in an increase in opposition and cancellation proceedings.
48
If the Madrid Protocol is adopted, trademark owners in the United States will be able to reduce the time, efforts, and costs of obtaining multiple foreign trademark registrations. 49 However, these cost benefits will not be realized if United States trademark owners encounter objections in foreign national offices. , 5 (October 9, 1992) , (Describing the differences between the Agreement and the Protocol); Pegram, supra note 7, at 1060 (Describing the four distinctions). Cf Kunze, supra note 35, at 62. However, this change in the central attack provision may not be an improvement. If the cancelled registrations are pursued for the purpose of converting them to national trademark registrations independent of the WIPO registration, the third party (attacking) trademark owner must defend the trademark defeated through a central attack in other foreign venues.
47 
New Developments
With an expected proliferation in the volume of international trademark registration applications, WIPO continues its work toward simplified trademark registrations procedures. 61 The latest WIPO initiative is the Treaty on the Simplification of Administrative Procedures Concerning Marks (Trademark Law Treaty), 62 which is designed to address the present complexities of trademark administration. The Trademark Law Treaty will streamline processes by regulating the elements comprising a trademark registration and the filing procedures for registration applications, renewals, and assignments. 63 It also regulates electronic communication between national trademark offices, establishes minimum filing requirements, and requires standardized forms, a single application for multiple class trademarks, and a general power of attorney (not a separate power of attorney for each member country). The treaty avoids procedural issues such as oppositions or substantive examination, and is not an attempt to harmonize trademark law worldwide.64 The treaty is expected to be adopted by the Diplomatic Conference for the Conclusion of the Trademark Law Treaty which is scheduled to meet from October 10 to 28, 1994 in Geneva, Switzerland.
'

B. Trademark Treaties on Limited Topics
Geographic Indications
Geographic names utilized as trademarks have been the subject of international controversy, and two treaties were developed to deal with 61.
Arpad 
b. The Lisbon Arrangement for the Protection of Appellations of Origin and Their International Registration
The Lisbon Arrangement for the Protection of Appellations of Origin and Their International Registration° provides absolute protection for registered geographic denominations. A geographic name cannot be used as a trademark if it is protected in the country of origin.
7 The United States is not a member. 
Classification Treaties
Trademark registrations require a description of the goods and services to be protected by the registration. The national laws of many countries vary in the particularity of their description requirements. In an environment where trademarks are being registered internationally, uniformity in description requirements is desirable because it facilitates filing of registration applications and eliminates questions regarding infringement or confusion.
a. The Nice Agreement on the International Classification of Goods and Services for the Purposes of the Registration of Marks
The International Classification system was developed by the International Bureau to facilitate the trademark searching process and the international description of goods and services covered by trademark registrations. The classification-system of the International Bureau was adopted in June 195713 224 (1986) .
C. Regional and Other Limited Agreements
I. Types of Regional Agreements
Other treaties have been entered into by numerous countries or by more limited groups of countries. These agreements have a limited scope which may or may not impact United States trademark owners. These treaties fall into two categories: those providing for a single registration for a group of countries (a true multinational trademark)"' and those which create some economic integration or harmonization among countries. 82 An example of a single registration treaty is the The European Community was established by several treaties with the intent of removing geographic barriers between European countries. The principal EC intellectual property law developments have included an erosion of the independence of national trademark rights when in conflict with EC treaty provisions, as well as restrictions on a trademark owner's ability to prevent imports of its own goods legitimately using the trademark in another member county (also known as "gray market goods").94
The EC is actively developing laws to eliminate trademark barriers: a draft regulation has proposed a new Community Trade Mark System (CTM), and a directive on the harmonization of national trademark laws was adopted in December 1988. 18 (1993) .
c. European Community
The trademark in the European Community has generated a large volume of literature. Below is a selected bibliography of recent articles. TRADEMARK WORLD 26 (1993 primarily North American and European. The database reviews focus on British and United States services. CD-ROM resources are databaselike because the access through machine search can be superior to book indexing. The United States Patent and Trademark Office materials on CD-ROM are also reviewed.
European Community Harmonization: Common Denominator-Now or Ever?,
Mathew Bender & Co., Inc. publishes all of its intellectual property treatises on one CD-ROM entitled SEARCH MASTER. This service provides better indexing than most book sources, but access is limited to publications for which subscriptions exist.
WIPO has made pertinent data from the Madrid Agreement international register available on ROMARIN CD-ROM (Read-OnlyMemory of the Madrid Actualized Registry INformation). 0 2 Information about trademark issues is available on both LEXIS and WESTLAW. LEXIS compiles trademark material in the TRDMRK library (Trademark and Unfair Competition Law Library), which primarily covers United States national trademark information. International aspects are pulled in through publications with an international scope such as TRADEMARK REPORTER, BNA's PATENT, and TRADEMARK COPYRIGHT LAW DAILY. The LEXIS TRDMRK Library also includes customs administration rulings and ITC decisions, as well as the text of intellectual property treaties. The ITRADE (International Trade Law Library) and EURCOM (European Community) libraries may also include items of interest, but their broader coverage will bring in extraneous materials.
WESTLAW provides information primarily in the topical databases labeled with the prefix FIP. The Practicing Law Institute (PLI) course handbooks are a unique source with practical information and reprints of some primary source material. The WESTLAW gateway to DIALOG provides access to national registry databases such as TRADEMARK-SCAN (produced by Thompson & Thompson) immovable position in the mid-Twentieth century, the Madrid Protocol has been realized. However, some problems, such as centralization, trademark systems, and harmonization, which were identified then" 3 are still problems today. In 1992 at Cannes, France, the International Trademark Association' 1 4 held a symposium entitled Making History: Trademarks in 2017,1'5 to discuss the evolution of trademarks in the next 25 years. The issues identified at that symposium for the next 25 years include harmonization, centralization, enforcement and dispute resolution, confusion, trademark registration filing systems, and counterfeiting.
